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The panels labeled R2B in Fig. 3 should have been labeled R2C and vice versa. Similarly, the K d values listed in Table 2 for R2B and R2C should be reversed. The corrected data are inconsistent with the speculation (page 10030) that the chemokine may have evolved to be optimally responsive (in terms of dimer dissociation) to the biologically dominant form of the receptor but do not change the main conclusions of this work. THE JOURNAL OF BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY VOL. 289, NO. 19, p. 13362, May 9, 2014 © 2014 by The American Society for Biochemistry and Molecular Biology, Inc. Published in the U.S.A.
